


Dear you E^ieteln notes of 1^14/78, pp, 13- 20 IW %/25/TO 

TM » nil! be haaty becaiiso a college class is omlng soont becnuae 1 loot a day 

other woric 1 *aat to catch up oc uud because I’ve caught t-he first cold In ysiars 
and do not fael good. 

Aa hy nos you know the ? 08 t has a continuing intareat in the «ipBt8in— 4ngrst0J>» 

SIC Batter. sent you coplsn of the Lardnar ravias and yoBtorday’o Kolaar atory 
bocauae that would s&wa a day In rsaching you. I to “eorge and l*v« already e«at 

falB th1« aat of your notes. Bsforo I read them, in fact. 

It Noulu b« halifUl if •« could haro awus aynten for an to know if you s&nd copiaa 
to HoBBrt, •^in and Lardnar. Howard end •>tB etaould hare then, period. Lardnei should as 

as the 2oat has an intexeat, what v«r that intoreot is or becouaa uud whether or 
not it ooincidas with any of our intaresta. 

I*vo becocts quite forgetful of the present while retainiitg iharp reeoliootiona of 
tho fairly distant jest. So 1 cay not recall any.arranesBont ws oay oako. However, 

your notes aie ao good and beoauae 1 gan t take tine for asking than And bocauae 
of what 1 believe Is involved in thia affair 1 afi anicious, on th*> one hand, for these 
three to have copies but also atuOoua not to have to stay up too late or for 11 to 
stay up too lata to sake unnaoesaoxy copies. 

Maybe 1 can rsaoBber that unless you indicate oa the copy you e«od na that you have 
sent ooplae to thoso three 1*11 aamim you have not. I think it would be easy if you 
could reseaber to add initial where you place nina, 1 psesuse for when you got to m a il i n g. 

A general statsaent of ray preseot interoatei >*lle oo of the post now lisited ^ 
vs lioitations and therefore focused on what we can use in court, in the cooing prooeedlng 
in th» suit for the aiecutlve sessiini tranoaripta. This is, ISiSally, a rather inusital 
situation about whloh wo cannot bo certain of any Interpratatiin. I haw tharefora su^ 
geetad to "in that we aseurac the &pj>«nls ©ourt wsnta a thoro«<^ and ooapleto record node 
, mrf that wa should undert&:ra that, rogardloos of the cost. It may aoan I'll have to put 
out what for aa is largo to take dapocitions. (in ttla connection Srwtein's address 

and pfaona nay ease Jia much tiao.) 

For ti.e suit oiu> of the sore inportmnt aspe-cta is wLat the CIA ind. FBI gave Spstoln, 
under and outside of FOlA. keoall the second Bilggu affidavit, which was amt you? I 

there Is no qu»stioa l»ut that be swore felaoly* little chsnoe it is not, rogardless 
of tow any Judge may rule, actual perjury. It le the moat raaterlal factor in the case 
now, underscored, 1 believe, by what tho atpoala court ha» dona. 

WMle there is oore X would like to do and vhils I retain an interest for when 1 
oaa re tun to writing aa. Hit for tho noioat ccfneeatration on the lltigatioiu I suggest 
you not underestiBste what the potential can be. 

Souroes, your M* bSJ review-aay I please have? 

35, on the laaking and not Angloton doiag Iti »:eybo but 1 hav» reason to believe- 
otherwise. Thare was a defector who used the nano "Mr. *#rtln" wcD took the initiative 
in getting in touch with no and on Uooenko csaly. Verj- anti - peranddsliy, irraticaaily. 
^oliUeaUy thia guy is an Anglston. 1 wonder if "Mr. ‘•artm* cones fiw "Stone’s" aiddls 
initial, K. lou Bight want to raview in your own alad wh&t the politlual sltuatiwia 
with respect to political aasassinations was at tha tioe of tha first leaks. I think 
It is an Inportsnt considsratioa in any analysis. And if you aede any notes on what 
Schorr said about Angleton that you found intaresting I'd ap^r»clata tho refersnoee 
for whan tha book is rcawtindai-ad or in paperback. Z esn^t afford to buy It oou and do 
not have tiew to read it now. Ditto for whan you see 36, the ooning fiullea book. Also 
Colby's, 37. (I found Lardnar's quota excellent Journalistic Judgaraont and iisporta at 
in an otherwlas exoellaat and perceptive and balanced review.) 

38.Hugh VuiSkmalA will be a continuing interest. If you can find another copy of 
this trashy novel I'd like to have it aa a aesns of continuing; the rather large Job I've 
done on hlB (including pro— pub and for two prospective publishers) and tals di a lnf o niation . 
When I Bet hin ha was offoring an oddod package of threo novelo, la addition to APP^i^^' ^aat . 

19 is the Psychology Today pl^oe. lou raitcht wont to add to those Justified 



critioiOiBs that jTor vvaxy iaUrp^tatioii Kpjtaln attributes Ui thei^ la at 

least another at least as apparvOit and in leost inrtances core roa-^onahlo* '>^1100 the 
rewriting ol hla iicte%^ Mhon U20 was r^turrdoie is aoruilv'stant irlth zj 1^65 tvltiiigi 
0U£;,:oeting it was to he an intslligenee roport« (^^winds u» on Jaggera4#hiles--Stci1iall» 
if your nctea go to notv»alihj;iot experte lljco l^ardner it *foold bc> good not to 2»b;;rovlate 
into JCS* Which could also bo takes for Joint (Chiefs of Staff and other orgs* ^d if 
LHO ifas in any intelligence role at JCS for the which ic clcae to lspos:3l)^j 
Spstoin conplicates it too such with his conjectures* this also plaoea Oswald in a role 
other than Iis had a JCS* Tbs aicipleat thing is that as a traixve^ in the offast pIu>tog* 
part ho could have placed def 'Active flic inclde hie shirt* Of it he pgsintedt c&rie a 
second ^rint* The central point Speteln bisoea is hovi a isan with Oswald's pnit got a 
Job doing classified work at all* 

I spotted sase contradiction in beginning dat6» for the £p3teiXHlU) project and 
decided to take the "in 1976" as a storting point to se« how that works out with hia 
having had accesa to dooenko in V76* October is acre likely in aoiie ways* foi* exaiiaplyf 
the original planned pub date was October 19^7# or two 2/oara ahead, rea^:onablt>* Tou 
islght want to consider bhy hook was dela^'ad, lalSK^ing tbs iaportant ihsas trade, aod 
was oade soaller, vitneso the lower than a<lTsrtiMd price* I think it means the book was 
more than cut, may have been dona over* liezn zu^ta wbat l&pstein ists^a about whan ha 
ooapleted it in tho KSAN ehow* 

r'roa ay point of yiew you are right in noting: the importance of the fact that the 
CIA got him into the graphology ncneQnta, with a Cl A ?e *f5on ar. (xapholo^.st* I think this 
can be of value to ^Im in the suit and depoaitlona, 

Tour wonders at thVj tt^p of page 13 iihout what fpateln left out and h2.s conenm for 
his r putation may be explained by what was t&ksn out of the hook or by other things, 
not th'i least that be la a blabborro^'th who .‘J.so blabs bis '^ay tr.to non-^r.isp.7nso8* B^t 
I dlsgaree on his havlr^g made any cfi’ort to dlst^noe htnisclf from Janes the Josue* 1 
think the oppocitei t>iat Cpstain la cpenl;^ aliipwd with the A and his faction of w?s3ckera* 

alive and healthier, and that only the A^types 

At tho bottom of this piigo you rofer to CIA 376-*194« Teaporarily I havo soade of 
cartons in front of chat file in tht! ba.>iii&ant* Could you please ms: a If X 

think it may interoet ‘Gardner or 1*11 send a copy to one of thorn* Axid in this 

connection, as I think I nay have asked you, can you lot no have what ^ oould not find a 
little while ago, that da.eotor*s "report" early after tho Ji% aaoasainatloa, what was 
in the reconL. the CI<* gav^ the ilook* Couidasiou? That coinoidsa 4lth the 

of "thi nk i n g" X*d expect from ">lr* ^'*artin*" If this hunch pens out it would bo good 
to have soiaa available info about the "atone*" But in any event, it was alok atuff* 

lour IWAJt notes* I tike It the nuebo 9 froo a counter with C60 cassettes , 
this beglnrlnr with 1 three times* 

As you note later at 14,096, Epstein is a rather l?jpgo liar about keeping HD out/ 

So why would be lie so blatantly? 

I bevo a hunch that the arrnngs!ar.nta for the book shifted after the project begaiu 
^arly on I heard that ^arron was project director* This may 1v\vc be<^n bad information 
but euppoHfi It was not^ Con:^ldsr this in with the sug^stlone of rnjor changes In tho 
book? Cemsider that in oonrmotion with Kpstein)|,8 obvio*ia shift of allianoe from the 
CIA (i*e», new 6 Ia) to Angleton* 

It is exoaptlonal that with all his ins ^^arron was out on tho final book* I do 
not doubt that he lind eone earlier coa’;eotlo5is wlth^t*. 

At 195 you^ oomniant "Typical Epstein - start wftfi BTOptlone*" Subject to tho frailties 
of naijors' I can t Udnk of any ooe of th« many Spstein nnsaaptions in any of his writing 
that was not a wrong asnumption* IcUe the aocond autopsy Job in Inquest* Thors is not 
one in Legend that is not loss ruaoonnble then others tlmt aro apiVirent* Aa»5ndnaati 
Typical Epeteiai Start with wrong assuaptioiia*(Thia in case you were not Jcstlag*) 

2581 It is not possible to make the stuny of Oswald that 1 have made and believe thei^ 



ever wau a ti *.e h<? would have pormltted hliisclf to be imd-ir *^03 o^ntrol.’' I halierm 
thie ifi 3 central fact in aii^ Th ^ was nt^ver a Hue vhou Oi/wald wan pro- 

USSR# I believe there never wae a tii^e h-s was not anti* Lika in Lleb-jler*8 m.blinipa 
whan deposintf Delgado* (quoted at leiiirth in in ilev ^rluann* I euggaat that if you 

intend to carry this analysis forward you reread that ohaptert with cai^ and alert to 
cilipsiB* 

In thic otniiLction* aside froci the sil^y l-psteia conjecture I find no posnibillty 
of oitiier Lee or ^^arlna having any userulnee^ to tb^ tlQ2 in the bS* 

p*1St 235ff« 7be CIX umm on Oswald si^t heva eoae court txasc* Tjis nasss^ rfuslnda ne 
of tbs BBBUsption there vea no KGb debriefing of LQO* This aasumption is Bade in US 
not UboK tenzis* be quite flurprl.sod if tho KSB did not anou^ verbally# frois 
Intourlet# which I would assuae is iosyed into the iCUB with everyoas* 

The initii&I false aB^iUaptiom^ Cibout the USSk’s roa\fr*try CApsbilitlec In thet it 
did not have a rocket that could be fired ao/high as the U»2 with any accuracy* 

1 Bee mi reatioc to orenilt Kpatoln* a aBeottptlonB that they had no radar capable of uso 
with the rocketa they did have# Sahs* It was not long thereafter that these ShKe were 
doing rather well in Cube» 

XranalatioD kprta1.nking{ Angle Ionian) horeeshit* And tfaia soft stuff is bis vexy 
founoatloA* 

Wau Scott for real here? bid he rtally baliove hie' question or was he putting 
SJ?4 on to lead hira into ao^<* thing? 

>22 I know of no baaia for the aXlegntiou that LIK) shot at walker* Xhe bullet was of 
tho wrong caliber# too# and the joientiflo taste did not show any alttilarlty* Out who 
do jpou know kho began to ehy away from LhO then* as eyes aaya? Only the invisibles* 

423 Was l£0*r nontion of his part in the Indonesian edvonture in a letter to Ida brother 
in the WC xteoria? Th-.? fact was# but the letter? Or wa?j it m Xf so# we 

both h-Ve uniaet FOIAe on this# us does A* Ditto on FOIA at 466* 

p* 16# before 070# incomplete ref to /uIA* (This rc^sdLnda oe# l*d like Co hear the 
entire tape and ainoe it was aired to have it available for Jin* a use* ^aas for any 
other tapo# like uilllasa* and Uola'* 

097 is whore EJB s^ya "I wrote esy book in •76* *• If so extraordinary that it did mi coao 
out until 1978# did not meet the K'tter October 1977 nsarket - wr\s not in fact out before 
October 1S77# Xhs ncirsnl horebaok s/TCad la about ait nontha* Vltb a topical work tbia 
lo shortened* Souethlxif^ hero, gs cogicosted eax^lier* Can it include addreaalag it to 
defonae of th^ Nagl.-tonian ruin of tlie CIA, wlitoh. follows# and he aaye la tiae oaiae 
after he wrote his book* 

p* 18# end side 2# CIA ahrinic **Hobert ^ayler” poaaiblo FOlA sue as secret leakal to hJS* 
Or obtained undc»r ?0TA# which would gIso O'lke it useful to JL* 

03> appeal*., to rofer to the i*ucord that aaya LUO wqa not CIA debriefed* Ap reciate copy* 
Cau*t gut VO Edne* 

115 Anythi'g on intercepted lettersruseful In court* 

207 Noybe f ronoi ^ary Powvru waa "convinced*' of an LHO role but hu did not tell Ida 
^st# ^.tntry# that Iwcau^u ''entry waa quit ? uuO€i*tain whoa h- pAonf>d bic about it* 1 
think Genlzxy usol to to hyoe tlie book# not bscauca it waa r.al* 

261 of Interest to JL for in court, the apoonHfeeding of the harron book* XhroUi;hout* 

A»oko er.p* iiJS says could spend 6 months with the 01 ctaff* 

>68 tlair ref to "fron the FOIa xwquu^sta" atope there aore on thu tape? 

?• 20, 400 *nto* . citing if Anj^Loton is r^'oporio^ for th'.i Oenatc Intellieonoe interest now* 
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